COUNTY OF PLACER
Community Development Resource Agency

John Marin, Agency Director ! PLANNING
Michae! J. Johnson
Planning Director
MEMORANDUM
TO: Honorable Board of Supervisors
FROM. Michael 4. Johnson, Director

Planning Department, Community Development Resource Agency

DATE: August 7, 2007

SUBJECT: GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT/REZONE - PAITICH (PGPA T20050752)
MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

ACTION REQUESTED

The Beard of Supervisors is being asked to approve a General Plan Amendment to change the General
Plan designation from Agriculture (10 acre minimum) to Rural Residentiai {1 1o 10 acre minimum}, and
a Rezoning to change the current zoning from Farm (10 acre minimum) to Farm (4.6 acre minimum)
parcel size, on property located at 5841 Bell Road in the Auburn area (Assessor's Parcel Number 026-
410-013).

BACKGROUND

Project Site

The subject property is located at 5841 Bell Road in the Aubum area (Assessor's Parcel Number 026-410-
013}, is ten acres in area and fronts on Bell Road. The is covered in typical foothill oak weodland, the
frent one-third and rear cne-third of the site appear to have been used historically as pasture and
currently consists of annual grasslands. There is a pond near the center of the site with drainages
entering along the north property line and exiting along the south property line. A Nevada Irrigation
District ditch is located on the front one-third of the property and enters along the northern property line
and exits aleng the southern property line. There is one residence on-site, which is located on the rear
half of the property. The site is accessed via a driveway off Bell Road, which continues along the
southern property line and crosses the irrigation ditch and pond drainage.

Project Description
The project consists of the following three entitlerments:

1. General Plan Amendment to change the General Plan designation from Agriculture 10 acre
minimum t¢ Rural Residentiat 1 to 10 acre minimum.

2. A Rezoning to change the current zoning from Farm 10 acre mimmum parcel size to Farm 4.6
acre minimum parcel size. '

3. A Minor Land Division to subdivide the site into two five-acre parcels. The Minor Land Civision

will be pursued as a separate entitlement in the future.

ACTION OF THE PLANNING COMMISSION

The Planning Commission unanimously approved the requested General Pian Amendment and Rezoning
on February 22, 2007 with Commissianers Sevinson, Foreman, Santucet and Stafford present {absent
Brantnall, Burris, Denio). Ron Paitich, the owner of the property was the only person to speak to the
Flanning Commission about the project. :



DISCUSSION OF ISSUES

General Plan Amendment

The Plager County General Plan Paolicies for parcels designated as Agriculture 10 acre minimum are
designed to protect property designated Agriculture s¢ that it may sustain agricultural uses in the future.
in this instance, the property is best suited for pasturing livestock due o the lecation of the on-site
drainage and pond, existing on site leach field, Nevada Irrigation Ditch, and the existing residence.

These combined features limit the useable areas for agricultural uses to the front 1.5 acre area and the
rear 1.5 acre area of the site. Consequently, the spiitting of this parcel would not fragment the existing
useable agricuitural land as the best agricultural land on the existing parcel will rematn unchanged, but on
two separate parcels, Furthermore, even though the General Plan designation and zoning for the subject
parcel may change as result of the proposed entitlements, it is staff's belief that the parcel will not be used
in a substantially different manner than surrounding parcels. Staff has come to this conclusion because
the current General Plan designation of Agriculture 10 acre minimum and current zoning of Farm ten acre
minimum allow the same land uses as the proposed General Plan designation of Rural Residential 1-10
acre minimum and zoning of Farm with a minimum building site of 4.6 acres, with the exception that the
parcel would then have the possibility of being subdivided into two five acre parcels that will be used in
the same manner as surrounding parcels.

Surrgunding Pargel Sizes

The subject parcel is bordered on the south by a 3.3 acre parcel and 6.5 acre parcel. To the east are
parceis of 4.6 acres to 5 acres, Immediately, north of the site are two ten acre parcelg, however 660
feet to the north and atong the Bell Road are three parcels ranging in size from 4.9 acres to 5.5 acres.
To the west is a parcel of 31 acres and other parcels of 20 acres. The applicants have requested that
they be aflowed to create two five acre parcels as they believe that, based on the varying parcel sizes of
3.3 1o 30 acres surrounding their parcel, the request is consistent with the area and will not adversely
affect the other properties in the vicinity. The Planning Commission unanimously agreed that this was an
appropriate request.

Rezgning

The requested Rezoning would not result in spot zoning as it would be mergad with the contiguous
Farm 4.5 acre zone district directly east of subject parcel. Conseqguently, the change in the Zoning and
General Plan designation would not create a situation that adversely affects the orderly development of
the area in which the subject parcet is located.

Minor Land Divigion

The Minor Land Division is not being considered at this time. However, it should be noted that the site
is capable of supporting two five acre building sites without creating any significant adverse impact to
on-site resources or surrounding property owners.  All potential significant adverse environmental
impacis associated with the creation of two, five-acre parcels on the applicants’ property have been
addressed with mitigation measures contained in the attached Mitigated Negative Declaration. All the
mitigation measures contained in the Mitigated Negative Declaration will be placed as conditions of
approval on any future Minor Land Division of the subject parce!.

RECCOMENDATION

Staff brings forward the Planning Commission's recommendation that the Board of Supervisors adopt the
Mitigated Negative Declaration and approve the requested General Plan Amendment and Rezoning,
subject to the attached findings.

FINDINGS

CEQA:

The Board of Supervisors considered the proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration, the proposed
mitigation measures, the staff report and all comments thereto and hereby recommends adoption of the
mitigated negative declaration for the Project based upon the following findings:

bA



1.

The Mitigated Negative Declaration has been prepared as required by law. With incerporation of
ali mitigation measures, the project is not expectad to cause any significant adverse impacts.
Mitigation measures will be implemented with the Minor Land Division which will be heard at a
later date.

There is no substantial evidence in the record as whole that the Project as mitigated may have a
significant effect on the environment,

The Mitigated Negative Declaration as adopted for the Preject reflects the independent
judgment and analysis of Placer County, which has exercised overall contral and direction of its
preparation.

4. The mitigation plan/ mitigation monitoring program for the project is approved and adopted.

The custodian of records for the project ts the placer County Planning Director, 3091 County Center
Dirive, Auburn, CA 95603.

GENERAL PLAN AMENDMENT.

1.

The change in the Placer County General Plan designation from Agricuiture 10 acre minimum
tc Rural Residential 1 to 10 acre minimum would not resuit in the degradation of the rural
character of area which the subject parcel (Assessor's Parcel Number 025-410-013) is located.

REZONING:
1. The ¢hange in zoning from Farm 10 acre minimum to Farm 4.6 acre minimum would be
consistent with the goals and policies of the Placer County General Plan,
2. The proposed zoning is consistent with the existing 1ot sizes in the immediate neighborhood
surrounding the project site,
3. The proposed zoning would not represent spot zoning and would not be contrary to the

Exhibit
Exhibit
Exhibi

orderly development of the area.

ully submitted,

J. JOHNSON, AICP
Director

- Generat Plan Amendment Resolution
- Proposed Ordinance

- Rezoning exhibit

- Vicinity/Site Plan

Exhibit E- Zoning Map
Exhibit F- Land Use Map
Exhibit G- Mitigated Negative Declaraticn

e Roaand Biskara Patich- Applicant

Copaes Sant by Pranmng

lanelle Forner — Enginaering and Surveying
[rana 'Wiyminger - Ervironmental Heallh Services
Brent Backus - Aur Pollution Control Disteict
Vanee Kimbrell - Parks Departmen

Chrisia Thahagian - County Counsal

Seou Finley — County Counsel

Holly Heinzen - Counly Executive Officer
Tohn Macin - CDEA Lhregior

hficha¢] Johnson- Plannong Thuecior

Georgs Rbsasco — Seplar Plaliner
Subyjertiehrong files
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Before the Board of Supervisors
County of Placer, State of California
In the matter of: A RESOLUTION AMENDING Resclution No,

THE PLACER COUNTY GENERAL PLAN
(PGPA 20050792-PAITICH)

The following resclution was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors of the County of Flacer
at a regular meeting held , by the following vote:

Ayes:_
Noes:
Absent:
Signed and a-pproved by me after its passage.

Attest:

Chairman, Board of Supervisors

Ann Holman
Clerk of said Board

WHEREAS, on February 22, 2007, the Placer County Planning Commission ("Planning
Commission”} held a public hearing to consider the Paitich General Plan Amendment and Rezoning,
including certain proposed amendments to the Land Use Designations set forth in the Placer County
General Plan {the "General Plan"), and the Planning Commissicn has made recommendations to the
Board of Supervisors ("Board"} related thereto, and

WHEREAS, on August 7, 2007, the Board held a public hearing {o consider the
recommendations of the Planning Commission and fo receive public input regarding the proposed
amendments fa the Land Use Designations set forth in the General Plan, and

WHEREAS, the Board has reviewed the proposed amendmerts to the General Plan,
considered the recommendations of the Planning Comrmuission, received and considered the written
and oral comments submitted by the public thereon, and is hereby adopting the Mitigated Negative
Declaration for the Paitich General Pfan Amendment and Rezoning, and

WHEREAS, the Board finds the proposed amendments will serve to protect and enhance the
health, safety and general weifare of the residents of the General Flan area and the County as a
whaole, and

WHEREAS, the Board further finds the proposed amendments are consistent with the
provisions of the General Plan and are in compliance with applicable requirements of Stata law, and

Resolution 2007-

Page Two
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Before the Board of Supervisors
County of Placer, State of California

In the matter of; Ord. No.:
FIRST READING:
AN ORDINANCE AMENDING PLACER
COUNTY CODE CHAPTER 47, MAP F-5 AND F6
RELATING TQ THE REZONING IN THE
AUBURN AREA — PAITICH PARCEL (PGPA 20050792)
(ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER 026-410-013}

The following Ordinance was duly passed by the Board of Supervisors of the County of

Placer at a'regular meeting held , by the foilowing vote on_. roll
call:

Ayes:

Noes:

Absent:

Signed and approved by me after its passage.

Chairman, Board of Supervisors

Attest:
Clerk of said Board

Ann Holman

THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF THE COUNTY OF PLACER, STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, DOES HEREBY DOES ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS:

The Placer County Code, Chapter 17, Map F-5 and F-6, relating to Rezoning in the

Auburn area, is amended from Farm 10 acre minimum to Farm 4.6 acre minimum as

shown on the Rezone Exhibit A, attached hereto and incorporated herein by reference,

The Board finds that assignment of the new zone districi is compatible with the objectives,

policies, and general land uses specified by the Placer County General Plan {as amended

by PGPA 20050792) adopted pursuant to the State Planning and Zoning Law, and will .
best serve the public's weifare (p{ﬂ

EXHIBIT B
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ENVIRONMENTAL
COCQRDINATION
SERVICES

‘_ Community Development Resource Agency

John Marin, Agency Director l

b«

Gina Langford, Coordinator

NEGATIVE DECLARATION

i accordance with Placer County ordinances regarding implementaticn of the Calfornia Envirenmental Qualdy
Act. Placer County has conducted an Initial Study to determine whether the following project may have a
significant adverse effect on tha eaviranment, and on the basis of that study hereby finds:

L] The proposed project will not have a significanl adverse effect an the environment: therefore, it does not

require the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report and this Negative Declarahon hias been
prepared.

£ Afthough the proposed project coukd have a significant adverse effect on the environment. there will not be a
significanl adverse effect in this case because the project has incorporated specific provisions o reduce
impacts o a less than significant level and/or the mitigation measures described herein have been added to
the project. A Mitigated Negative Declaration has thus baen preparad

The environmental docurments, which canslitute the Initial Study and provide the basis and reasans far this
determinalion are altached andior referenced herein and are hereby mage a part of this document.

PROJECT INFORMATION

|t!e Paitich Property Rezoning IPlusg PGPA 1200507 792

Descrlptmn Proposed rezoning from F-B-X 10-acre minimum to 4.8-acre minimum including 2 General Plan
| Amendment from Agricullure/Timberland 10-acre minimum to allow 4.6-acre parcels, a subdiviston into two -
Facre parcels is also proposed

Locatlon 5641 Bé't Foad, Aubumn, Placer County B
F’ro;ect Dwner!Apphcant Ron and Barkara Paitich, 5841 Bell Road, Aubuin, CA 95602 3 J
County Contact Person George Rosasco [530-745-3065 |
PUBLIC NOTICE

The cormment period for this document closes on Qctober 11, 2006 A copy of the Negative Declaration i3
available for public review at the Planning Department public counter and at the Auvburn Public Lisrary. Property
owners within 300 fzet of the subject site shall be notified by mail of the upcoming hearing befora the Planning
Commission. Additignal information may be obtained by contacting the Placer County Community Developmeant

Resource Agency at (530)745-2372 between the hours of 8:00 am and 500 pm at 3081 County Cenler Drive,
Auburn, CA Q5603,

If you wish to appeal the appropratenass or adequacy of this dacument. address your written comments 1o our
finding that the preject will not have a significant adverse effect on the environment. (1} identify the environmer:al
effect(s), why they would oceur, and why they would be significant, and {2) suggest any rmitigation measures
which you believe would eliminate or reduce the effect 1o an acceptable level. Regarding dem (1} above, explain

the basis for your comments and subril any supporting data or references. Refer to Seclion 18.32 of the Placer
County Code for important mformation regarding the timely filing of appeals

Rezarders Cedificalion \
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COUNTY OF PLACER

Community Development Resource Agency ENVIRONMENTAL

COORDINATION
SERVICES

John Marin, Agency Director
Gina Langford, Coordinatar

3051 Caunly Cenler Crve « Adbum « Catfrmag 5003 & S30-T45-31732 # fa0 53074520035 » email cdraecs@place: ca gov

INITIAL STUDY & CHECKLIST

Thus indial Study has baen prepared o identify and assess the anbcipated environmental impacts of the following
described project appleation. The documenl may rely on previous environmental documents (see Seclion C) and
site-speciiic studies [see Seclion |y prepared to address in detail the effects orimpacts associated with the project.

This document has been prepared to satisfy the Calfifornia Enverenmendta! Quahty Act (CEQA) (Public
Rescurces Code, Sechion 21000 et s2q ) and the State CEQA Guidelines (14 CCR 150C0 et seq.) CEQA reguires
that alf state and local government agencies consider the environmental consegquences of projects over which they
have discretionary authonty tefore acting on those projects.

The indial Study is a public document vsed by the decision-making iead agency to determine whether a progect
may have a significant effect on the environment. If the lead agency finds subslantial evdence that any aspecl of
the project, either individually of cumulatvety, may have a significant effect on lhe envirgrment, regardless of
whether the overall effect of the project 15 adverse or benefioal, the 12ad agency is required to prepars an EIR, use
a previcusiy-prepared EYR and supplement thal EIR, or prepare a Subsequaent EIR {0 analyze the prosect at hand If
the agency finds no substantial evidence that the project o any of its asgects may cause a significant effect on the
environment a Negative Declaration shall be preparad [fin the course of analysis, the agency recognizes that the
project may have a significant impacst an the enviconment. but hat by incarporating specific miligation measures e
impact wil be reduced bo & less than sign:ficant effeclh, a Mitigated Mega'we Declaration shall he prepared,

A BACKGROUND:

Project Tilie Paitich Property Rezoning Plus# PGPA T20050792

Enlilements. General Plan Amendment, Minor Subdivision, Rezoning

i Site Area, 10 acres APN# 026-410-013-510
k

iLocahcn: 5841 Be!l Road, Auburn. Placer County

| e ——
| Project Descrption The project consists of the following three entillements’
1 General Plan Amendment to change e General Plan designaucn frem Agriculture 19-acre minimuom to Rural
Residenhal 3 to 10-acre minimum.
i 2. Re-zoning 1o change the curent zoning from Farm 10-acre mimimum parcel size to Farm 4 §-acra mimimum
i parce! size
iS. Winer Land Division to subdivide tha site nto two S-agre parcels.

B. ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING:

General Plan /
: Locatien | Zoning Commuruly | Existing Conditions & Improvemeants
| | I Flan
| ! Farmiwith a The subject site is 10 acres ard coverec in typical focihdl oak woediand
| Site YN Agricaltyre 10 jexcept that two area lecated on the front and rear, 1/3 of site appear to
| bulding sitz of | acre minimur | have mstsricaty teen used as pasiure and currently consists of antual
i_ e 10 acres grasslards A pond exsls near the canter of the $ita with drainages




Trufial Stucy & Checklist continuead

J| entering along the north propery line and exiling atorig ihe south

| property ine. A Nevada Irngaticn Distact ditch is localed 6n the front

' 173 of the property and enlers along the northern property ine and exits
alang Lhe southern propery lins

The rasidence on-sile ts lacated on the rear half of the properly and is
] accessed by a driveway along the scuthern property line which crosses |
! the irrigation dich ard pond drainage

Farm win a

Norp | mimum Agricullure 10 | The subject site 1s 10 acres and covered in typical foothili 0ax woodiard |
| bulding site of | azre minmum | and does not contain a residence
1d acres
Farm with 2 ; i R
: . The area to south contains two parcels of 3.3 acres and & S acres beth
Scuth | HMmUM Agncultu_re 10 with single family residences. The subject site s covered n typical
L building site of | acre munimum foothill aak woodland ' I
F L10 acres : '
' Faim with " -
‘ mimml:;w @ Agriculture 1- | The area lo weast contains two parcels of § acres and 4.8 acres belh
East blmlding‘s:te of i 10 acre wilh single family residences The subject site is coverad i typical
46 acres MMIRIMU foothilt oax woodiand.
Farmwilh 2 : _
West | THDIMUM AGneuilare 20 1 o o biectsite 18 315 acres and contains a single family residence. |
building site of racre mimimum
20 acres

- |

C. PREVIOUS ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT:

The County has daterminad that an laitial Study shall ba pregarad in order to determing whether the polential
exists for un-mitigatatie impacts resulting from the proposed project. Relevan! analysis from the County-wide
General Plan and Communily Plan Certified EIRs, and other project-specific sludies and reponts that have bean
generated {0 date, were used as the database for the Init:al Study. The decision to prepare the Inibal Study
uttlizing the analysts contained in the General Plan and Specific Flan Certified EIRs. and project-specific analysis
summanzed herawn, 18 sustained by Seclions 15158 and 15183 of the CEQA Guidelines

Section 15183 states that "projects which ara consistent with the davelopment deasity established by exisbing
zoning, comimunity pan or general plan policies fer which an EIR was cadified shall not require addibianal
envicanmental review, excepl as may be necessary 1o examine whather there are project-specific significant
effects which are peculiar to the projecl or site " Thus, f an impacl is nol pacubar to the project or site, and it has
been addressed as a significant effect in the prior EIR. or can be subslantally mitigated by the imposiben of
unmilcrmly applied development policies or standards, then additicnal environmental dogumentation negd not ke
prepared for Lhe project solely on the basis of that impact

Section 15168 refating to Program EIRs indicates that where subsequent aclivities involve site-specific
operatons, the agency should use a writtan checklist or similar device to document the evaluation of lhe site and
the aclivity, to determine whether the environmental effects of the operaton were covered in the earler Program
EIR. A Program EIR is irtended to provide the basis in an Initial Study for determining whather the later activity
may have any significant effecls. It can also be incorporated by refererce to address regional influences
secondary effects, cumulative impacts, brcad aiternabves, and other factors that appiy to the progeam as a whoe

The following documents serve as Program-lavel EIRs from which incorporalion by reference can ooour

3 County-wide General Plan EIR
> Community Plan EiR
> Specific Plan Zening EiR

The above stated documants ace avalable for review Monday lrough Friday, §am 1o Spr, at the Placer County
Commurity Development Resource Center, 3091 County Center Drive, Aubutn, CA 95803

Imtal Study & Chackst 2of 16
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h_lﬁql Sty & Checklist cont nued
D EVALUATION OF ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS:

The Inital Study checklist recommendad by the State of California Envirenmental Quality Act (CEQA} Guidelnes is
used to determing potantial impacts of the proposed project on the physical envirenment. The checklist provides a
Bist of quasuons corcerming a compiehensive aray of anvironmental issue areas potentiaily affesiad by \he project
{see CEQ2 Guidelines, Appendix (). Explaration to answars is provided in a discussian for eash section of
guestions as kellows:

a)
b}

¢

A brief expianalion is required for all answers except "MNo Impact” answers.

“Lass Than Sigmficant mpact” apelias where the projest's impacls are insubstantial and da not rﬂqure any
mitigat:on o reduce impacis

"Less Than Signdicant with Mitigation keasures” aprlies whers ke ircorperation of miligation measures has
reduzed an effect from "Poleatally Significant lmpact” to 3 "Less than Snuficant lrnpa-,i.'_‘ The County, as lead
agancy, must descnbe he mitigaticn measures, and briefly explain how they reduce the effec! to a less-than-
significant level imitigahon measures from earhar analyses may be crossreferenced).

"Patentizily Significant Impact” is appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an efiect may be significant If
there ar2 one ar more "Fotentially Significant lmpact” entries when the determination i1s marde, an EIR 3 required

Al answers mustlake account of the entire action involved, including off-site as well as on-site, cusnulative as wel
as project-level imdirect as well as direct, and construction as well as operational ynpacts [CEQA Guidelines,
Seclion 15663(a)(1)).

Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant lo the tiering Frogram EIR, or olher CEQA process, an effect has
been adequatety aralyzed in an earher EIR or Negatwe Declaration [CECA Gudebines, Sectlon 19263 (30 A
brief discussicn should be attached addressing the following

¥ Earlier analyses used — Identfy earlier analyses and state where thay are avalable for review

<+ Impacts adequately addressed — Identify which effects from the above checklist were within the scope of,
and adequatzly analyzed in, an earlier documeant pursuant to appicatble iegal standards Also, slale whathar
such eifects weare addressed by miligaton measures Dased on the eailier analysis

= Mitigalion measures - For effecis that are checked as “Less Than Significant with tdigalion Maasures”
descnbe the mitkgation measures which were mearporaled or refined from the earlier document and the
extert to which thay address sile-speafic condiions for the project.

References toinformation sources for patenial inpacts {1 e, General Plans/Communt'y Plans, zaning ordinances)
shaould be incarporated mio the chackhst Raference {0 a prewviously -prepared or cutside documant should include 3
reference fo the pages or chapters where the statement 1s substantiated. A source list should be aftached, and
other sources ysed, or indiaduals conlacted, should be cited in the discussicn.
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[ratia! Stuty & Checkhst sontinued

l. AESTHETICS - wWould the project.

_ -Less Than
i . S ) Potentially | Significant | Less Than N
: . : . N . N o
Environmental tssue Significant with Significant I
- R . : e mpact
' ~Ampact ] Mitigation impact !
- - |_Measures ' ' !
{ 1)
1. Have a substantial adverse affect on a seenic vrsta? {PLM} X
12 Substanhally démage SCENIC fes0LrCes, inciu_ding, but not h
i hrited lo, kees rock oclcropoings, and historic buildings, X
| within a state scenic highway? (FLN} . '
3 Substantially degrade the existing visual character or qualily | ' ¥
H of the site and its surroundings? (PLN)
4 Create 3 new source of substantial light or glare, which )
wauld adversely affect day or nightlime views in the area” A
| {PLN} o J
Il AGRICULTURAL RESOURCE — Would the project.
[ cp s tenssl LessThan p oo L |
A T ] ‘|-Potentially | Significant.| Less Than .} No’
L T . -7 e e R . P 0
Envirorimental lssue | Significant | == with ™~ | Significant impact
e o e . "= Impact ; Mitigation’ | - Impact RN B
L ot T S L A T P o PMeasdres | UL
1 Convert Prime Farmland, Unigue Farmiand, or Farmland of '
SSlatewide or Lacal Importance {Farmland}. as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and X
Manitoring Pragram of the Calfornia Resources Agency, 1o f
non-agrcultural yse? (PLNG . i
2 Conflict with General Plan or ciher policies regarding land ' X
use bulfers for agricultural cperatons? {EHS, FLN} |
3. Conflict with existing zoning for agricullural use, or a ' %
Wilhamson Act contract? (PLN) :
4. Involve other changes in the existing environment which, due |
lo thewr location or nature. could result in conversion of ! ¥
Farmland (including freestack grazing) Lo nor-agricsltural use?
{PLN3 :

Discussion-item 11-2:

In order for the proposed projzct to proceed, a GPA {General Plan Amendrment) and REA

to re-designate (he project site
to 4.5-acre parcel size

N AIR QUALITY - Would the projecl.

(Rezaning) are requires
from Agricuitural to Rural Residential. and reduce the ot si2e mipimurn fremn 1G-acre

[ : ... | LessThan [ - T
f-_ _ i C I S U P Potentially | Significant | Less Than | - No
1./ Eavironmental Issue ~ 7 Significant | -"+-with | Significant -'Impac-t'
Sl e e {" “impact | Witigation | ~impact - | ™
: SR S S T e 4 Measures |
1. Confiict with or obstruct implemeantazon of the applicable air ' ; y
gualty plan? (APCD) i
2 Vwlate any air qualily stardard or contrbutz substantially to «

an existing or prosected air qualty vialation? (APCD)

Irataal Study & Crecklst

qof 16

Tl



Iihial Study & Checkast continued

== et e i i = PP e —

3. Resullin a cumuiatvely considerable nel increasa of any !
criiena far which the project region is nan-attainment under an !
applicable federal ar state ambient a'r qualty standard Ao
{incluging refeasing emissions which excesd quantitaiive |
threshclds for orone precursors)? (APCD) : i ‘

l

4 Expese sansilive receplors o substantial pollutant X
concentrations? (ARPCD)

5 Creale objzctioratle odars affacting a substantial number of

| X
| propie? (APCO] : J

W. BIOLOGICAL RESQURCES -~ Wauld the project.

+ .. .| LessThan | . .- o
Potentially Signifi,c'ant_' ‘Less Than Ko
]
L ' ; O act !
I O impact M_iti_ga_tip_n. Cimpact” Im‘p._c :
: SR Measures | = "o L 10

1. Have a substanhal adverse effact, either directly or through

i habial modifications, on any species ’entified as a candidate,
s SENsitive, of special stalus species in local of regional plans, X
* policies or raguialions, or by the Cabfornia Depantment of Fish |
! & Game or U.S. Fish & Wildlfe Service? (PLN} ! . ;
-l S'l_}b?slan'ilall}l reduce the habitat of a ksh or wildhfe speoes, O
cavse 3 fish or wildhfe population to drop below self-sustaiming i
levels, theealen to glimenate a plant or amimat commugily, ' X
subslandially reduce the number of restrict the range of an ! :

endangered, rare, or threatened species? (PLN)

3 Have a substantial adverse effzct on the environmenlt by ¥ E
converting cak woodlands? {PLN] , l

1

|

‘ Envlronmentallssue I Slgmflcant o with 4 - Significant
[
|

4 Have a substanbal adverse effect ¢n any rparian habitat o
other sensitive natural community identified m lecal or regonal
Flans, pohoigs or regulations o by the Calforma Decantment of
Fish & Garne or U S. Fish & Wildhfe Service? (PLN)

5 Hava a substanhai adverse efiect on federally protected .
wetlands as defined by Seclion 404 of the Clean Water At ;
{including, but nat imited to, macsh, vernal pool, coastal, ate ) X !
through direct removal, filling, hydrolegical interruplion, or other
means? (PLN] e !
. Interfere substaabially with the mavement of any native

resident or migratory fish or wildlfe species or with established 1
nalive resident or migratary weldbfe cornidacs, ar impade the use
of native witdhfe nursery sites? (PLN} l

7. Conflict wilh any local policres or ordinances proteching i
biological resourses, such as a tree preservation policy of |

_orginance? [PLMN) , L .
I

8. Conllict with the pravisians of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or

other approved loca!, reqicnal. or state habitat conservalion
| plan? {FLN) 1

|

Discussion-ltem 1V-1:

The site containg suitable habital for the following bird species Red-tanl Hawk_ Vhite-tait Kite and Red Shouldered
Hawk Additionaily. while highly uniikely, the site may cantain havital for the Cahformia Red Legged Frogs, Western
Pond Turtles and Northwestern Pand Turles

Mitigation Measures: 77

MM 1V-1.1 Paor 1o any grading ar trae removal ackvbes, during the rapler nasling seasan {March 1-September 1),
a facused sursey for Red-tal Hawk, Whats-1a: Kite and Red Snouldered Baak avd all rapto- nests shall be
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Irutzad Sludy R Checklist continued

conducted by a qualified biolagist. A report summanzing the survey shall be provided o Placer County and the
Cabhfornia Department of Fish & Game {COFG) within 30 days of the completed survey. If an aclve Red-tal Hawk,
White-tail Kite and Rad Shouiderad Hawk, or other rapter nestis identified appropriats mitigahon measuses shal be
develcped and .mflemented in consultation with COFG. If construction s proposed lo take place tabayeen I‘.a‘larx."! 1%
and September 17, na constructon actvity or tree removal shall cocur witrun 800 feet of an aclive rest {or greaiar
distance as dets;r'mm:d by the COFG). Construcheon activities may only rasumes afier a follow up survey has peen
conducted and a report prepared by a qualified birdfraptor bickogist indicating that the nest{s) ara no longer active,
and that no rew nesis have teendentified A follow up survey shall be conducted 2 months follswing the inital
survey, If the inibal sursey occurs betwean March 1 and July 1. Acditional follaw up surseys may be required by
the GROC. based on the recammendations in Ihe raptor study andior as recommendead by the COFG. Temporary
corsiruction fencing and signage as described herein shall be instalied at a mirimum 300 feot radius argund trees
cortaining active nests. IE all project canstruction accurs bebareen Seplember § 1% ard March 1% ne ragtar surveys
will be required Trees previously approved for removal by Placer County which contain stick nesls, may only be
removed tatveen September 1% and March 1% A note which includes the warding of this condition of approval
shall be placed on the Improverment Plans. Said plans shall also show al protective tencing for hese rees
identified for prolection within the raplor report.

MM 1W-1.2 Prior 1o any wetlard disturbance the California Depariment of Fish and Game and the U 5 Fish and
Wildhfe Service shall be consulted to determine if it will be necessary to survey for Red Legged Frags, Wastarn
Pond Turtles. or Morthwestern Pond Turlles The applicant shall follow al recommendatoss of the Fish and Wildhfe
Sersice and Calforrua Department of Fish ang Game.

Discussion-ltermn 1V-3:

The project improvements may resultin tha rernoval of prolected lrees, as defined by the Placer Counly Tree
Ordinance.

Mitigation Measures:

MM I'Y-3 1 A plan for the replacement of native caks and other pratected {rees shall be submitted to the Charman of
the Parce! Raview Committee, price o the submittal of the project's improvenent Plans for review and approval by the
Chairman of the Parcel Review Commitiee. Said plan shall require for each protected Irea remaved thai three -galon
trees, ar the funchional equivalent, are o be planted by Ine project developer onsite in areas determined appropniate by
the Chairman of the Parcel Review Committee The Plan shall include a sife plan that indicates the tr2es’ location,
mslallation and srrigation requirements and other standards o ensure the successiy! planting and cordinued grawth of
these trees. Installaken of all trees and irrigation systems must be complatad prior (o the County's acceptance of the
subdmision's improvements

In liew of the mitigation for tree removal hsted above, a contrbiution of $100 per each ree removed or impacted shal be
paid to the Placer County Tree Preservation Fund If tree replacement mitigalion fees are (o be paid in the place of tree
replacement mil.gation planting, these fees rmust ke paid prior to the recordation of the Farcel Map.

Discussion- ftems V-4, IV.5;

The project site contains 40 acras of Walers of the Uinited States. The wetlands consist of 05 acres of emergent
marsh, and 01 acres of fringe wetland. Other Waters consist of 03 acres of canal, .02 acras of intermittent Stream,
and .29 of Pond  Approximately 1000 square feet of Waters of the United States may ke disturbed to install culvers
in the Nevada Irrigat:on Canal and the southern drainage of the pond.

Mitigation Measures:

MM V-4 1 1f nacessary, prior to cecacdaton of \he Paccel map provide wilten evidence thal compensatory habitat has
been astatlished through Ihe purchase of mitigation credits at a County-quakfied wettand mitigat:on bank. Tre amcunt
of money required to purchasa credits shall be equal to the amount necassary 1o feplace wetland or nparian hatutat
acreage and resource values including compensation for termporal Iose The tolal amount of hatetat 1o be replaced may
1000 square feet of wetland habitat, al a rate to be determined by the Army Corp ol Engineers and U.S Fish and
Wildlife Service. Evidence of payment, which describes the amaount and type of habitat purchased al the bank site,
must be provided to the County pror to issuance of Improvement Plans or Builging Permits which would result in the
degradalion or Yoss of (ne nabtal, The amount to be paid shall pe the fee in effect at the tme the Final Map is recorded
or Use Permit is exercised (for guidance, if the Maps were recarded taday. the fee would be $49 080 per acre for
permanent and seaszonal wallands)
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Inman Shudy S Checklist continuac

All furisdiclional wetiand areas will be protacted by a 50° riparian protection area setback.

This setback shall start al end

of the niparian vegetalion assoc.aled with the junsdichonal weilands or a 100 selback from tha cenledine of permarent

drainages, whichever is grealer.

V. CULTURAL RESOURCES ~ Would tha project.

: .| Less Than | .
R e Potentially | Significant | Less Than No
Environmental Issue - ' Significant | ~ with . - Significant Impact
- : ' _lmpact - ] Mitigation | lmpact -
L _ o . . : ¥ | Measures ! - :
I'1. Substanialty cause adverse change in the signikicance of a i
I historical resource as defined in CEQA Guidelines, Section I X
15664 .52 (FLN} . ]
2 Substanta.ly cause adverse change in the significarce of a
urique archasotogical resource purseant to CEQA Guidelines, X
Secton 15064.5% (PLN) .
1 3. Direcily ar indirectly destroy a unique paleontological X
resource of site or unique geclog.c feature? (PLN)
4 Have the potential to cause a physical change, which would X
affect unique ethnic cultural vaiyes® (PLN) K
5. Restrict existing refigicus or sacred uses within the patential ; ¥
Iimpacl area? {PLN)
i 6. Disturb any human remans, including these inlerrad oulside X
L_Uf farmal cemetearies” (PLIN

Biscussion-ltemn V—E':

Avery low potential exsts that lhe site may contain sub sudface archeolcgical and paleontelegical resources.

{lany archaaoiogical arifacts, exctic rock {men-native), or unustal amounts of shell or bone are uncovered during any
on-site construction actraties, all work must stop immedialely in the area and an archaeologist retained o evaluate tha
deposit The Placer County Plannurg Depanrment and Departrment of Museumns must also be contacied for review of
the archaeological find(s).

If the discovery carsists of human remains, he Placer County Coroner and Native Amerncan Heritage Commission
must also be contacted. Work in the area may only proceed after authorizaton is granted by the Placer County
Planning Depadmant, A note te this effect shall be provided on the Improvement Plans for the project,

Following a review of the new find and consubtation with approprate experts, if necassary, the authority to proceed may
be accompanied by the addibion of develspment requirements which provide prodection of the sile andior additional
mitigation measures necessary (o address the unique of sensilive nature of the site.

VL. GECLOGY & SOILS - Would the profect:

|__ o “ LessThan | - - ﬂ_ -_ _E
e Ll e e e 70 Potentially |- Significant | Less Than |- No |
-Environmental Issue .0 - 70 T 0| Significant [ with | Significant | "~ i
ST e IR o AL IV | impact
LT e S e a| Dlmpact” ) Mitigation | Impact | T
T e T e T T T  Maaeures | 3
1 Expose people or structures to unstable earth conditions ar Ji X
changes in geologic substructures? {(ESD) 5
2 Resultin significant disruplions, displacements, compaction | X
or overcrawding of the s6il? (ESD) |
3. Resullin substantial changs in topagraphy or ground surface . | X |
relief features? (ESD) l

3
55
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Trbial Study & Sheckis continued

! 4 Resullin the destructan, covering or modification of any

unigue geolagic or physical features? {ESD)

| 5. Rasultin any sigrificant increase m wind or walter ercsicn of
| $0iis, alther on ar off the sde? (ESDY

& Resultin changz=s in deposition of erosion or changesin
sttakon which may moddy the channel of a MVEr, Stream, of
| lake? {(ESD)

7. Result n exposure of pecple or property to geclogic and
geomorpholcaical (1 ¢ Avalanches) hazards such as
earthquakes, landsides, mudshdes, ground faiidre, or similar
f hazards? (ESD)

8 Beiccated on a geclogical Unit or soi that s ungtable, or that
would fecome unstable as a rasult of the praject, and ;
potenbially result in on or off-site landshics, lateral spreading. |
|_subsidence, liguefaction, or collapse? (ESD) |

i 9 Be located on expansive soils, as defned it Table 18, 1.8 of
the Uniform Building Code (1994), crealing substantial risks o
hfe or property? (ESD) )

VIL HAZARDS & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS — Wouid the project:

Environmental Issue

| Boténtiain
-Bignificant.

< | LessThan |
ally |

Significant
Mitigation -

-1 Measurés

Lesd Than |

1 .Creaté a8 significant héﬁard to the publ:& or the environment
through the routing ranspen, use, or disppzal of hazardous
malenals? (EHS)

2. Create a sigruficant hazard 1o the public or the rvironment
: through reasonably foreseceatble upset and accident conditions
Involving the release of hazardous malerials into the
enviranment? (EHS) '

3. Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous of acutely
hazardous matenals. subslances. or waste within one-guarter
mile of an existing or praposed school? (APCO. EH3)

4. Be located on a site which is included on & list of hazardous

materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section
65962 5 and. as a resull, would it creste a signilicant bazard to
the public of the environment? [EHS)

3. For a project located within an airpont tand use plan cr,
wherg such a plan has net besn adoptad, within bvo miles of a
public airport or public use arpart, would the project resull in a
safety hazard for people residing or waorking in the project
area? {PLMN)

L
& For a project within the vicnily of a private airstrip, would the |
project resultin a safety hazard for peopte rasiding in the

| Project area? (PLN)

7. Impair implementation of or physically interfere with an
adepted emergency respanse plan or emergency evacuation
plan? (EHS, ESO)

8. Expose people or structures o 3 significant nsk of lass_ injury
of death involving wildiand fires inclyding where wildlands ara
adjacent to urbanized araas or where residences are
intermixed with wildlands™? (ESD

9. Create any health hazard or potentral health hazarg™ (EHS)
L
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Initial Study B Checklist continued

] o i .
| T0. Expose people 1o existing scurces of polential healts |
| hazads® {EHS) |

Discussion-ttem VII-1-

The use of hazardous substances dunng normal construction and residential activities is expected to e limited n
naiure, and will te subjact to standard handling and storage requirements. Accordingly, impacts related (o the
releasz of hazardous substances are considered less than significant,

Discussion-ltem VI-10.

There is an ex.stng pond on the property which has the potentral ta breed mesquitoas and creates a putlic hiezalth

hazard.

Mitigation Measures:

MW V10 1 The project parce! map will include a condition of approval regairing the Mosquito Abaternent Distral's

review pror (o agproval of the tmprovement Plang

VI HYDROLOGY & WATER QUALITY - Would the project.

- Environmental lssue © .

Potentlally

Slgmﬂcant
" tmpact

__Mltlgatmn
| Measures

Less Than
Stgnlﬁ-::ant
Twith '

Less Than .
Slgmflcant
tmpact

“*No .|
Impac_t

1 Violate any water guahty standards? (EHS)

2. Subslanhally deplate groundwater supplies or interfere
substantially wilh groundwater recharge such that there would be
a nel deficit in aquifer valuena or a lessening of local groundwater
b supphes fie. the produclian rate of pre-existing nearby wells

| would drop e a level which would not support existing land uses
i ar planned uses for which permits have been granted)? (EHS)

]

J Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or
area? (ESD}

4. Increase the rate or amount of surface runof? (ERS ESDY ‘
-

—

i 5 Create o contribute ruroff water which would includa
substantial addittonal sources of polluted water? (ESD)

6. (Mherwise substantially dagrade surface of ground wates
quality? (EHS ESD)

7. Place housig within 2 100-y=ar llood hazard area as mapped
on a federal Flood Hazard boundary or Fload insurance Ra'e
Map or other flood hazard delineation map? (ESD)

§ Place within a 100-year flacd hazard area improvements
i which would impeda or redirect flood flows? (ESD)

g Expose peogle o structures to a significart risk of loss, injury
or death involving floeding, including flooding as a resull of tha
falure of a levee or darm? (ESD)

10. Alter the directian or rate of flow of groundwater? (EHS)

I XD Impact the watershed of important surface water rescurces,
,| mcludmg but not timited to Lake Tahoe, Folsom Lake, Hell Hols
Reservoir, Rock Creek Resanveir, Sugar Pine Resenvorr,

French Meadows Reservoir, Combie Lake, and Rollins Lake?
{EHS, ESDY

Tritual Stady & Checkhst,



]_I"-iIIE| Study & Checkbst cont nued

Discussion-ltemn VIli4
The project could result in urban starmwater runcl. Standard
incorperated as part of [he Impravemeant Plan review process

Discussion-ltem V-0

Best Management Practices (BMP will be

The project proposes a groundwater source for drinking water in an area with good watsr production yields. This
project is unlikely to result in the aiteration of tha direchion of fow of graundwater.

EX. LAND USE & PLANNING - \iould the project:

v

3% urban decay or deteriorat:on? (PLN}

i .., .| lessThan | . -
T AL e Potentially | Significant | Less Than N
: ... ..Environmentallssue .- . - 7| Significant | " . with * | ‘Significant Impact
b LA ST L R L Impact :-_.-Mitiga.tion i _.Irr_!pat_:t__ . -
T T i Measures G- )
1. Physically divide an established community? (PLN) X
| 2. Confict with General F’Jan.-'liia':rrnrnuni:',,r Plan/Specific Plan ¥
designations or zoning. or Plan paiicies? (EHS, ESD, PLN) ;
3. Confiict with any applicable habitat consarvation pian or I
natural community conservation plan or other County policies, ¥
plans, or regulations adopted for purpeses of avoiding or
mibgating environmental effects? (FLM) -
4. Resull in the davetopment of inzampalible uses andior the X
creation of land use conflicls? {PLNY
5. Aftect agncultura; and limber resources or operations {i e
impacts o soils or larmlands and timber harvest plans, or X
impacts from ncompattle land uses)? {PLN}
8. Distupt or divide the physical arrangement of an established
community (including a low-income of minarity community)? X
| {PLN} o —
7. Reswit in a substantial alteration of the presenl cr planned X
land use of an area” (PLN)
8 Cause economic or social changes tha! would result in
significant adverse physical changes ta the environmant such X

Oiscussion-ltem 1%.2:

The project is a request 1o rezone the property at 5841 Bell Road to a RA-B 4 6 designation Rezoning will allow the
¥ and create a separalely salzatle single-farmily
residential lot. This additisn of one sigle-family residential lot is nol considered to be a significant impact given the

current property to be divided inte two parcels, to share a drivewa

surreunding land uses and roadway netwark

X. MINERAL RESGURCES - Would the project result in,

oL i LessThan ) o ]
T e e e s T e Potentially' | Significant | Less Than'f - No .
Environmentallssue - . .0 0 Sigaificant | - with - | Significant lmpac-.l'
EL . c v Impact "Mitigation -| " Impact [ .
- B R T Coe e U R Measudres | 0 T -
i. The loss of avadability of a known mineral tesource that !

; wouid be of value to the region and the residents cf the state? | X

¢ {PLN !

i 2. The loss of avalabilty of a locally-important mineral resource '

| recovery site delineated cn atocal general pian, specific ptan or X

Cther land use glan? (PLN

Tmtial Study B Chackljar
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Trutiat Study & Checkiist contnued

XL NOISE - Would the project rasult in:

—

e —— ——————— =

1

1 L Em_.r-ircnment'a] Issue ..

'_ Fotentially
[ Bignificant

_Impact -

Less Than
Significant
. with

Mitigation
Measures

. impact

J—

Less Than

Significant | , 2

impact

1 Exposure of persans to or gznzration of noise levels in
excess of standards established in the local Ganeral Plan,
Commarity Plan or noise ordinance, or agpheabls standards of l
other agencies? (EHS)

['2. A substannal permanent ncrzase m ambent roisa levels in i
the project wicinity above levels existing without the project? #
L {EHSE!

\ 3. A substantial lemporary of panodic increase in ambient noise
levels in the project vicinity zbove levels existing without the
| project? {EHS) e

4 For a project located-within an airport land use plan or,
where such a plan has not been adopted, wilhin bvo miles of a
pubitc airpod or public use arped, would Ine project expose
people resicdhing or \..eorking in the praject area fo excessive

| 5. For a ;JrOJﬂc[ wilhin (he wcmn, of 3 private arstng, wou'd the
prajecl expose paopla residing or working in the project area to
[ £Xcessve noise levels? (EHS)

Discussion-ltem XI1-1, XI-3:

Moise from constructar actyites may naticeably increase noise fevels above existing ambeent noise leve!ls  Thisis

a potentially sigmificant event.

Mitigation Measures:

Pbd XI-3. 1 In order to mmitigate the impacts of censtruction noise noted abave, consiruchon noise emanating from
any conslruction activibies for which g bulding permit or grading permit ;s required is prohibited on Sundays and

Federal Hohday, and shall only accur

A} Maonday through Friday, §.00 am to 8 00 pm {during dayhght savings)
By Monday through Friday, 7:00 am 10 8 Q0 prn {dwing standard time)

Cy Saturdays. 8.00 am to 6 00 pm

in acdition, a temparary sign shall be located througheut ihe project (47 x 47y as delermined by the DR at key
intersections depicting tha above construction hour hmitations. Said signs shall include a tell free public informaton
phone number where surrpunding resicents can report violaticns and the developeribulder will respond and
resolve noise violatons This condition shall be included on the Improvement Plans and shown in the developmeant

notebook.

ADVISORY COMMENT  Essentially, quiet activites which do ast wivolve heavy equipment or machinery may
coour at olher imes. Work occuarring wiltin an enclosed building, such as a hause under cc}nslruclumn with |he roof

and siding completed, may accur at other limes as well

The Planning Duector 15 authorized to waiva the kme frames based on special circumstances, such as aduerse

weaathar conditions

bzl Study B Theckhiar
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nital Swdy & Checklist continued

X11. POPULATION & HOUSING — WOULD THE PROJIECT:

r - Less Than ; 5
D S T . Potentizlly | Significant | Less Than | No
P . Environmentat Issue Significant | ' with . | Significant Impact
A LT 1o ‘Impact - | Mitigation | - Impact |
. Sl _ . ] L ovs | Measures | - - '
o 1. Induce substantiai population grewth nan area, eilher I
directly 18 Dy praposing new hemes and businessas} or i ¥
ncirecly (e through extension of roads or other. é
infrasiroctura)? (PLNY ' i ] _
2 Displace substantial numbers of existing housing, |
; Necessitaling the construction of replacament housing X
. Blsewhare? {PLN) N

XN PUBLIC SERVICES ~ Would tha project resull in subslantial adverse physical impacls associated with the
Frovision of new or physically aliered governmental services andior faciiies, the construchon of which could cause
significant enviranmental impacts, in order to maintain acceptable service rabos, respunse times or other

performance objectives for any of the public services?

[ LessThan [ L PR
R S | Potentially | Significant | Less Than | NG
‘Environmental lssue =’ Significant | -with .| Significant "I'r'npac-t
PTG | wmpact ©-F Mitigation |-, Impact " [ VTR
| Measures | v
1. Fire protection? (EHS. €S0, PLN} X
2. Shenff protechion? (EHS, E$D. PLN) .
3. Scheols? (EHS, ESD, PLN; X
4. Manterance of public facilities, weluding roads? EEHS, ESD, X
PLN) -
2. Qther governmental services? (EHS, ESD, PLMN) X
XIV. RECREATION - Would the project result in:
' - N SRR Less Than | T
B L L T N -] Potentially | Significant | Less Than | = No " |
Environmental issue - Significant |- with ", "-| Significant impact
N LA ':-';':_;Irli'.pz_i_;t_;-,:_ Mitigation ™| - ~tmpact > "0
AT R Rt TR vt T Measures | 0 T -
1 Would the project increase the use of existing neightarhood |
and regional parks or other recreational faciliies such that | ¥
substantial physical deteroration of tne tacility would aczur or
| be accelerated? (PLN; B - ——h— ]
2. Does the project inclvde recreational faciibes ar require ihe i
construchcn or expansion of recreabioral facilities which might i ! A
I

have an adverse physical effect on tha environment? (PLN)

Ioitiah Shpdy & Chackncr
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Iutial Study & Checkhst cont.mged

XV, TRANSPORTATION & TRAFFIC Wauld the project result in:

- ."Environmental lssue

Potentially
Significant
Impact -

Less Than
Signiticant
" with

Mitigation
Measures

Less Than
Significant
Impact

. No
Impact

1. Anincrease in trasic which may be substantial in relation to
the exiskng and:or planned fiture vear lraffic load and capacity
+ &f the roadway system {ie resullin a substantal NCrease in

| either the number of vahicle trips, the volume to capacily ratic
(00 reads, or congestion alintersections)? (ESD)

[ 2. Exceeding, either indwidualiy or cumetatively, a level of
senice standard established by the County Genera! Flan
andfor Commurity Plan for reads affectad by project traffic?

ESD)

3 Increased impacts to vehicle safety due to roadway design
features (ie. sharp curves or dangerous intersechons) ar
| incompatible uses {e.g | farm equipmanty? (ES0)

i: 4. Inadequate EMErgency access or access to nearby uses?
(ESDy

5. Insufficient parking capacity on-sitz or off-site” (ESD. PLN)

B Hazards or barriers for pedestrians or bicyelists? (ESD}

e

|
H

. 7. Conflicts with agopted poiigies supporting alternative
fransportation [ e bus turaguts, bicycle racks)? (ESD)

8 Chanée 0 air traffic patterns, including either an incressa in
traffic levels or a changa in location that resulls in substantial

safety nsks? (ESD)

Discussion-ltern Xv-1:

By approving the rezona recuest, one additicnal residential unit can be bult an the property. which will add 1o the

amount of vehale trips using tha

nebwark are considered to be

wcal and regianal raad netwark. The in
single-family resigence is considered to be less than significant, howe

creased vehigle trips for one addihonal
var, cumulative wnpacts to the roadway
potentizlly significant. The appticant will be required to pay raffic mitgation fees as

partial mitgation for cumutative impacis on the transportaticn systern. The Placer Cenlratl District leaffic mitigation
fees are currently 34,135 per single-family residence due at the time of tuilding penmul sssuance

ADVISORY COMMENT The applcant should be aware

The aclual fee paid will be that in etfect al the bme of paymant.

XV UTILITIES & SERVICE SYSTEMS - WOULD THE PROJECT:

that the County Board of Supervisors annually approves

Resclutions amending the Capital Improvamant Program and Trafic hiugation Fee Program to adjust ‘or inflation.

S | Less Than |- S oo
FonFow i e " | Potentially | Significant | Less Than | . No |
Ay ; S A T B, o
' .- Environmentat Issue Significant .~ with -~ | Significant lmpact |
Cole AT T e Impact  Mitigation Impact -t 7 i
T _ , ’ : | wmeasures RN B
1. Exceed wastewater treatment reguirements of the apolicable y
Regional Water Quality Conleol Board? (ESD) .
i < Require of result in the construchon of new walar or !
wastew.ater delivery. collectan or treatrrent facilities or i ¥
e4pansion of existing faciites, the construchion of which could I
cause significant environmental efects? (ERS. ESD) |

Il Study & Theckhist
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Imbzal Srady & Checklist conboged

.5 3. Require of result in the construction of new seplic systems? E
i {EHS :
|

——

| 4. Reguire or result i, the canstruchion of new storm waler

, dramnage facilties or expansicn of existing facilles, the
censtruction of which could cause significant environmenital
effects? [ESD] o

3. Have suffcient water supplies avalable to serve the project
from exisling entitlermants and rescurcas, of are aew of
expanced entilements neaded? (EHS)

€ Require sewer service that may rol be avalable by the
ared’s waste water treatmen! provider? [EHS ESD)

7. Be served by a landfill with sufic.ent parmitted capacity 10 i
accamrnecate the project s sciid waste disposal needs? (EHS,
ESD)

8. Comply with faderal, state, and local statues and regu’ations l
related (o solid waste? (EHS, ESD)

Ciscussion-ltem XV]-3.

I R

| S

|

This projact will require the installation of a new seplic syslem. The soils in the prcject area are adequate for the
instaliation of 3 new sephc system ang this imeact is not considered te be significant.

E. MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE:

.+ Environmental Issue -

1. Dces the project have the polental to degrade the gualkty of the environment
or eliminate important examples of the major penicds of Califarnia hustory of
prefisions?

i‘.
|
!l
]

1

2. Does the project have smpacts that are indwidualiy fumited, but cumutatively
©considerable? {"Cumulalively consideraliie” means tha! the incremental effects
of a praject are considerable when vigwed in conrachon with the effects of past

projects, the effects of cthar current projacts, and the effects af prabatile futurs
projects }

3. Daoes the project have environmental effects which will cause substantal
| adverse effects on human beings, ether dueclly or indirectiy?
i :

i

F.

OTHER RESPONSIBLE AND TRUSTEE AGENCIES whose approval 1s tequired,

i [ Catifornia Department of Fish and Game

_D Local Agency Formation Commassion (LAFCO) |

J Califorria Dapariment of Fa:ejir‘,f
_!:I California Department of Health Services i

7] National Marine Fisheries Sernce

(] Tshoe Regienal Planning Agency

(1 California Department of Toxic Substances T

i ;@ U.5. Army Corp of Engunears

{ (] Canlornia Departiment of Transporation 1 &

5 U S, Fish and Wikdife Service

i {1 Calformia Integrated Waste Management Board

O .

I (1 California Regionai Waler CJJE:I:t»,r Contrel Board

J

— e

irrtal Stiady & Checkest
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Inetsa! Study & Checklst continued o
G. DETERMINATION — The Environmental Review Committee fvds that

ithoegh the proposed proiect COULD have a significant effect on tha erwranment, there WILL NOT be a significant
efect in this case becauss the mitigation measures descrided herein have been added 10 the project. A MITIGATED
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

H. ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW COMMITTEE (Persons/Depariments consulted).

Piarning Dapartment. Georga Rosasco, Chairperson
Engineering and Surveying Department, Janelle Fortner
Engiresnng and Surveying Department, Wastewater, E¢ Wydra
Department of Public Warks, Transportabicn, Andraw Zmysicwski
Environmenial Heaith Servicas, Grant Miller

Alr Potlution Contral Distrct, Brant Backus

Flacd Cenlral Districts, Andrew Darrow

Faciuty Sarvices, Parks, Vance Kimbrall

Placer County Fire / COF, Bob Echollz

Signature ﬁ%/?’ (g’k \écﬁ—{’ /.?_za 7 Date cf/?f_/b;é

Chairperson, Environmep(at Review Commitlze

L SUPPORTING INFORMATION SOURCES:

The fallowing public documénts were utllized and site-specific stud.es preparad o evaluate in detail the effects or
impacis associated with the project This informaton is available fo: putlic review, Monday through Friday, 8 G0 am

ta 5.00 pra, at the Placer Counly Communily Developmant Resource Agangy. 30591 County Center Drive, Auburn,
CA 95503,

X Communtty Plan

B Environmentaf Review Crdinance
B3 General Plan
J Grading Ordinance
Tg Land Devetopmant Manual
&1 Land Dnasion Qrdinance
(] Stormwater Management Manual
(] Tree Ordinance T T

|

') Department of Toxic Substances Cantrod
Trustee Agency £

Documents e

L]

County
Documents

Site-Specific (4 Biclogical Study
Studies (] Cultural Resources Pedasleian Survey
{1 Cublural Resources Records Search
(J Lighting & Protometric Plan
Planning | [] Paleantological Survey
Department | ] Tree Survey & Arborist Repors
[ Visual impact Analysis
| & wwelland Delingat:on

Phasing Plan g 7

Irutial Stucty & Chackiet T YT
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[nrtial Stucy & Checklist continued

Surveying
Departmenit,
Flgod Contraol

Lustrict

Prefiminary Grading Plan

Freliminary Geotechnical Report

Frefiminary Orainage Repo

Stormwaler & Surtace Watsr Quality BAIP Plan

Tralfic Study

Sewer Pipeline Capagity Analysis

CICOC Lty

|
|

15 gvarlable)

Flacer County Commerciablndusirial Wasie Survey [where punhe sewer

{1 Sewer Master Plan
O Uity Plan

On-Site Wastewater Disposal Feasibility Report

N

Enviranrmental
Health
Services

Ar Podlution
Contral Distnict

[ ] Groundwater Contamination Report

[ '] Hydro-Geological Study

[] Acoustical Analysis

] Phase ! Envronmental Site Assessment

() Soils Screening

= .
(] Prelmimnary Endangerment Assessmant

Ll

= ———— e

"E‘E,'SII &4??@1 Manoxide Analysis

[} Construction emission & Dust Zontral Plan

(] Geotechnical Repan {for naturally occurring asbestos)

] Meath Risk Asszssment

[} URBEMIS Model Qutput

L]

1 e e

Fire
Departiment

(] Emergency Response andsar Evacuation Plan
(] Trafhe & Ciroufation Plan

5 —ee

Mosquito
l Abatement
i Dustrict

D Guidelines and Standards for Vector Prevention in Propoged
Devieopments

[J

Irubsal Study & Checkhst
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